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THE CREATION OF A SUPERNATIONAL 

MIND 



BY WILLIAM MC CLELLAN 



Ever since the phrase " The International Mind " first 
came over my counter it has been lying in my mental till, 
awaiting valuation. Time after time I have picked it up, 
sounded it, hoped it was genuine, wondered if it would ever 
circulate, then dropped it back. So far as I know, it was 
coined by Mr. Nicholas Murray Butler in 1912, when he 
opened the Lake Mohonk Conference. But he did little 
more than mention it, with a somewhat platitudinous defini- 
tion, which implied a much more reformed world than the 
world into which it was invited to enter. 

For years and years we had heard, from certain dubious 
quarters, of an internationalism which meant the abolition 
of all ideas of patriotism, fatherland, tradition, and faith in 
race and type. Not so long ago, a rather prominent and 
otherwise virile American is said to have ridiculed the idea 
of a national emblem. Our Socialist friends would have us 
proceed as rapidly as possible to a state of mind which 
includes no government and conceit of a national flag. Was 
the " international mind " a spurious contribution ? Cer- 
tainly no one would suspect Mr. Butler of knowingly coining 
an obvious counterfeit. But the best of men may be mislead 
to extravagances, especially when presiding at peace con- 
ferences. Of course, if it was merely a short expression for 
the golden rule, we should be quite willing to accept it, — 
with more or less unconscious reservations. Or, if the pro- 
posed international mind should bear a strong resemblance 
to what we called our national mind, in other words, if 
other nations would follow our lead, then the international 
mind was excellent. In 1914 an event happened which 
showed how diseased a national mind could get, and the 
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havoc it could work. Evidently, a national mind developed 
to the extreme might become a very virulent mind. 

In passing, this overwrought national mind is worth 
examining as a new phenomenon. Nineveh and Egypt, 
Greece, Carthage and Rome, Byzantium and the Italian 
City States, France and England, never developed it. 
Either the proletariat were content to stay at home and let 
an aggressive dynastic mind charge and discharge abroad; 
or their national mind was not wrought at all, but came 
through centuries of slow accretions of ideas and experi- 
ences. Certainly never before has there been a national 
mind so thoroughly built into each individual of the nation. 
And I am not convinced that the raw material on which the 
Hohenzollerns wrought was so intrinsically peculiar. I am 
inclined to think that the monstrous Teutonic cowardice, 
cruelty and unsportsmanship are due to the cultivation 
instead of the eradication of originally universal elements. 
But this is idle speculation for the time. The world is right- 
eously committed to uprooting Teutonism now. The lesson 
is this: construct the gods which a nation is to worship, 
dazzle it with physical and mental offerings, and you can 
easily cause it to forget it has a soul. A state can organize 
the bodies and minds of its members, but the individual 
must water and nurture his own soul; and the soul of a 
nation is of the souls of its members. 

The example of one overwrought national mind, and the 
possibility of others, strengthened my suspicion of the 
ultimate usefulness of a mere international mind. This is 
not only a matter of terms. A term may be inaccurate and 
do no damage, if everyone is well acquainted with the object. 
When attempting, however, to introduce a new idea which 
you hope to have universally accepted, the more accurate 
and definitely descriptive you make the title, the less 
difficulty you will meet, both from the indifferent and the 
argumentative. An international mind suggests the linking 
together of national minds. It is not an entity, possessed of 
inherent strength, but is dependent upon its least advanced 
member, — its weakest link. Even the strongest national 
mind may be a menace through overdevelopment. In short, 
the idea of a mere international mind, does not imply any 
surrender of sovereignty by national minds in their thinking. 
A national mind, conceivably, might be extraordinarily 
unselfish in making plans, and might give much considera- 
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tion to the possible plans of other nations. In doing so it 
might acknowledge no external control over its own actions, 
no surrender of any of its sovereignty. This would give 
it a fatal weakness. 

In our own early history, we had a notable example 
when the thirteen colonial minds came together to join 
forces for their ultimate good. I think there was an inter- 
colonial mind in operation, or they would never have come 
together. They failed, however, for a time, because of the 
absence of any super-colonial mind. This was born in the 
very failure, and grew to the national or Union mind. The 
absolute necessity for such a super-colonial or super-state 
mind, and the extended time and experience necessary for 
its full development, was proved by 1861. The war of the 
States was the final act in the creation of the super-state, and 
of a national mind. One trembles a bit, under the excite- 
ment of humanitarian longings and hopes, and wonders if 
a similiar, but greater glory can come from this war of 
nations. In any event, will a battle-tired world be ready to 
consider the creation and eventual enthroning of a super- 
national mind, and to provide an appropriate organization 
through which it can control a world development? 

This brings us face to face with national sovereignty. 
Is this an insuperable obstacle to the creation of a new mind? 
Is the nation, built up on social or political lines, the highest 
form of state which may exist? If so, a super-national mind 
is denied a super-state organization in order to work out its 
high purposes. - I think we need have little fear at this 
point. The world has seen sovereigns, all the way from the 
simple tribesman to the ruler of a kingdom with centuries of 
history, abdicate portions of sovereignty to higher states. 
Sovereign France and Imperial Germany were not born in 
a day or without long effort. By neither analogy nor reason 
have we any right, a priori, to set a limit to further growth. 
To deny the possibility of a further evolution would be 
arbitrary to the extreme. Difficulty is to be expected, and 
much time may be needed, but the alternative is hopeless 
if mere obstacles are translated, in advance, into impossi- 
bilities. In any case the world cannot be denied the oppor- 
tunity to set its face in a right direction. 

We would get a broader and more definite conception 
of the supernational mind, if we could catch a glimpse of 
it by peering into history. From time to time it is refresh- 
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ing to discover acts of compassion and self-denying justice 
to weaker states, but in these no transcendent supernational 
mentality is indicated. At numerous times, powerful states 
have refrained from using to the limit a position of advan- 
tage, but history has never ascribed the actions to a super- 
national motive. Moreover, such isolated cases are not 
indicative of a general change in foreign policy or in national 
aspects which would arise from the possession of a super- 
national mind. This could be proved only in the great 
conclaves of nations where vast and clashing material 
interests are at stake. Previous to the Congress of Vienna, 
it would be idle to search. The Congress met in the midst 
of a war-torn Europe, which had seen coalition after coalition 
organized to drive out a tyrant. It might reasonably have 
been expected that this experience would quicken super- 
nationality in some way. But the Congress was so intensely 
nationalistic, that even Metternich had no fear of the Holy 
Alliance (itself solely nationalistic) formed shortly there- 
after. He even used it as a tool in his later schemes. We 
need not linger long to investigate the period of the Russian 
Wars, or the times of Bismarck and Louis Napoleon. Cer- 
tainly nothing of a supernational or international mind can 
be discerned in the later decades of the nineteenth century, 
when Balance of Power was the fetish to which every diplo- 
mat bowed. Bismarck's " reinsurance " theories and the 
attempts to revive them with Lord Haldane shortly before 
the war, the Morocco Conference and its curious duplicities, 
and the Boxer incident, offer no evidence of the play of 
anything but intensely and exclusively national minds. 

Shall we turn with hopeful expectancy to the various 
conventions, congresses and conferences of which the Hague 
Conferences are most eminent examples? When the spec- 
ially selected and instructed delegates met at the Hague, a 
large part of the world looked for a new type of thinking. 
Certain important agreements, which curtailed or controlled 
national action, provided indubitable evidence of incipient 
supernational thought. But on the whole, when the time 
for large action came, almost undiluted nationalism asserted 
itself. Fortunately it was not complete. Something new 
was revealed as the various minds met. Many of those 
representative, patriotic delegates, without abandoning in 
the slightest degree their intense nationality, raised it to a 
higher plane of thought, which would have been translated 
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into action if the world had been ready. In this year of 1918, 
after four terrible years of war, we know why they failed. 
They were attempting to knit new threads into the world's 
worn-out, hopelessly rotten political garment. Of course 
they failed, and this monstrous war had to come. 

It is hardly necessary to prove that the supernational 
mind is impossible for an autocracy or oligarchy. In either 
government, there can be no freely developing national 
mind. There is repression and constraint. Thought is 
largely conscripted. The autocracy with its accompanying 
class distinctions must be maintained for ultimately selfish 
ends. Foreign action, even in the most benevolent autoc- 
racy, finally must be for the aggrandizement and firmer es- 
tablishment of the existing order. Would anyone look for 
supernational thinking where " 'L'Etat, c'est moi" is a 
motto? Looking back, after years, we must attribute a 
peculiar naivete, and not a hypocritical effrontery, to Czar 
Alexander I, when he promoted the Holy Alliance. The 
most penetrating thinkers were somewhat puzzled when 
another Czar called first one peace convention, and then an- 
other, — meetings necessarily hopeless unless controlled by a 
supernational mind. It took the terrible catastrophe of 1914 
to uncover the horrible vanity and soulless hypocrisy of an 
autocratic nationalism. No — a supernational mind must 
grow out of a true national mind, which must emerge in turn 
from the melting together of freely developing individual 
minds. The supernational mind is the fruit of democracy. 

The conclusion follows that the supernational mind 
arises only from a highly developed national mind. At first 
impression, this seems somewhat paradoxical, — but only at 
first. Australia is no less a state, but more, if it partakes of 
the imperial mind of the British Dominion. Massachusetts 
yields, in form, part of its sovereignty to the Federal Gov- 
ernment of the United States, but regains it in higher form 
and larger spirit in proportion as it increases its self-respect 
as a State, and discharges its peculiar responsibilities com- 
pletely and honestly. It is great as a State exactly in the 
ratio that it cultivates the national mind. The supernational 
mind, far from destroying patriotism, opens the door to 
infinitely higher opportunities for the nation which culti- 
vates it. 

Will not a supernational mind have to be universally 
inclusive? Can it permit any nation to be boycotted that 
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promises to cultivate and employ it? Would a supernational 
mind ever think out an economic league against any one or 
group of nations? The question is asked of my fellow 
bitter-enders, — bitter-enders, so far as concerns the com- 
plete and utter eradication of that present German National 
mind, otherwise known as Prussianism or Hohenzollernism. 
I sometimes think that those who prepared this economic 
league forgot entirely that Germany was to be beaten — 
brought to her kness, compelled to renounce her former 
creed, after a baptism of fire from allied guns. We mean 
this, — all of us mean it, — absolutely. If we were not sure 
before, the United States' reply to Austria on September 
16th convinced us. Sooner or later we shall have an absolute 
and righteous military victory, and then the idea of some is 
that we shall clinch this with an economic one. Well, we 
shall get it by creating the biggest buying and selling mar- 
ket in Germany that is possible. We shall get it by denying 
her any opportunity to exploit any part of the earth. We 
shall lose it by denying to the German millions one ounce 
of raw material which they may need to raise their produc- 
tion to the maximum. True they will have goods to sell, 
but then they must buy, and they must buy from us. The 
supernational mind will demand all this of Germany, and of 
the rest of us, — but more also. It will demand that all 
energy be applied to production and that all militarism be 
eliminated just as quickly as fear of oppression and aggres- 
sion is removed, — just as soon as national minds can recover 
from their centuries-long orgy of blood and crime. The 
supernational mind now discovers itself as an ardent faith 
possessed by the highly developed national mind of a dem- 
ocratic people. The national mind that develops it is neither 
altruistic nor selfish in essence. A nation possessing it, has 
come to understand that its own well-being and prosperity 
are not marked off from that of its fellows, but are part 
and parcel of the well-being of all. Such a nation has learned 
that there is a political and economic relation higher than 
even a sovereign state. It perceives clearly that its own 
sovereignty may be more finely established by an acknowl- 
edgment of the higher and more embracing one. It would 
finally control every action of the nation possessing it, so 
that while impelled to forge ahead as far as possible, the 
advance would never be at the expense of another nation. 
The new sovereignty would have, necessarily, an uplift- 
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ing relation to backward and undeveloped states. The 
greatest menace to the peace of the world is a sovereign 
state of low material or moral development. Witness Mex- 
ico, Persia, Turkey, China, at one time Spain, and to-day 
even Russia. In the scramble for territory, the rights of 
one nation, as against those of another, to a block of Africa, 
have been acknowledged as subject to arbitration, but those 
questions which have to do with the sovereign honor of a 
nation are explicitly classified as having a final right of 
appeal to war. If the world wants peace it must see to it 
that every claim or demand for sovereignty is accompanied 
by political, material and moral development which will 
insure an adequate sense of responsibility. This is the basis 
of admission of a State to the United States, and has been 
the fundamental idea in our treatment of Cuba. 

The close of the war will see every national mind hope- 
less and faithless in regard to the adequacy of its old methods 
of thinking. When they look back to those complacent first 
years of the century, on the numerous laudations of national 
prosperity and righteousness, on the easy-going assurance 
of permanent peace, on the " hands across the sea," the 
rapprochements and interchange of national compliments, 
there will be doubt and misgivings as to where to turn for 
what is true and firm and lasting. The main question then 
will not be, " Can we form a league of nations, and will it 
succeed?" The question above all others will be, " Shall we 
start in a new direction with faith and courage? In other 
words, shall we create a supernational mind?" 

With the creation of a supernational mind, and its de- 
velopment, will come the new statesmanship. It will be 
economic. Political thinking will be of a new sort. Pro- 
duction, — not material only, — but mental and spiritual also, 
will be the business of the state. This of necessity will 
include efficient distribution. Finally, for the development 
and growth of the supernational mind we shall need the most 
intimate and numerous contacts not only between govern- 
ments but between peoples. This can come only from an 
international commerce such as we have never known before. 
A commerce of things, and thoughts, and ideals. 

William McClellan. 



